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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for 
the claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01 (o). Correction 
of the following is required: 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "character input processing means which ... 
displays character input criteria" in lines 4-7, and "speech input processing means which 
... displays character input criteria" in lines 10-13. There is insufficient antecedent basis 
for this limitation in the claim. The specification reads that the input devices input 
strings which are displayed as options on the game screen (page 14, lines 5-22). There 
is no mention that the input processing means perform the displaying; it is implied that 
the criteria is displayed by other means, such as the graphics processing unit and the 
monitor (page 1 8, lines 1 7-1 9). 

Claim 2 recites the limitation "character input processing means which ... 
displays character input criteria" in page 32, lines 18-21 and line 27, and "speech input 
processing means which ... displays character input criteria" in page 33, lines 1-5. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The specification 
reads that the input devices input strings which are displayed as options on the game 
screen (page 14, lines 5-22). There is no mention that the input processing means 
perform the displaying; it is implied that the criteria is displayed by other means, such as 
the graphics processing unit and the monitor (page 18, lines 17-19). 

Claim 5 recites the limitation "character input processing means which ... 
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displays character input criteria" in page 34, lines 7-10, and "speech input processing 
means which ... displays character input criteria" in lines 13-16. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The specification reads that the input 
devices input strings which are displayed as options on the game screen (page 14, lines 
5-22). There is no mention that the input processing means perform the displaying; it is 
implied that the criteria is displayed by other means, such as the graphics processing 
unit and the monitor (page 18, lines 17-19). 

Claim 6 recites the limitation "character input processing means which ... 
displays character input criteria" in page 34, line 27, page 35, lines 1-3, and "speech 
input processing means which ... displays character input criteria" in lines 1-3 and 6-9. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The specification 
reads that the input devices input strings which are displayed as options on the game 
screen (page 14, lines 5-22). There is no mention that the input processing means 
perform the displaying; it is implied that the criteria is displayed by other means, such as 
the graphics processing unit and the monitor (page 18, lines 17-19). 

Claim 12 recites the limitation "character input processing means which ... 
displays character input criteria" in page 37, lines 19-22 and 25-27, and "speech input 
processing means which ... displays character input criteria" in page 38, line 1. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The specification reads that 
the input devices input strings which are displayed as options on the game screen 
(page 14, lines 5-22). There is no mention that the input processing means perform the 
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displaying; it is implied that the criteria is displayed by other means, such as the 
graphics processing unit and the monitor (page 18, lines 17-19). 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 10 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c) as being in improper form because 
a multiple dependent claim should refer to other claims in the alternative only. See 
MPEP § 608.01 (n). Accordingly, the claim has not been further treated on the merits. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1-2, 5-6, 9, and 11-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

In re claim 1: 

Claim 1 recites a "priority input device information ... represents a character input 
device" in page 31, lines 4-6. Having information representing a device is unclear. 
Examiner will interpret the limitation as reading that the information indicates that a 
character input device is being used. 

Claim 1 also recites a character input processing means which "determines 
whether or not that input corresponds to the input criteria" in page 31 , lines 7-8. The 
word "that" puts uncertainty as to which input criteria is being addressed; the examiner 
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will interpret the limitation as reading "that" input to be the character input. 

The claim recites "priority device information ... represents a speech input 
device" in page 31 , lines 10-12. Information representing a device is not fully clear. 
The examiner will interpret the limitation as reading that the information indicates that a 
speech input device is being used. 

Additionally, the claim recites "character input criteria as input criteria" in page 
31 , line 13. It is unclear whether the character input criteria and input criteria are newly 
acquired, or the same criteria as mentioned in page 31 , line 7. The examiner interprets 
this as being the same criteria. 

Furthermore, the origin of the "predetermined character input criteria" of page 31 , 
line 14 is not explained in the claim, nor is it clear which character input criteria is being 
addressed. Examiner interprets this as being the character input criteria of page 31 , 
line 7. Also, in page 31 , line 17 recites "determines whether or not that input." Again, 
the word "that" is unclear as to the exact input being referred to. Examiner interprets 
the input as being the character input criteria. 

The "speech recognition data corresponding to the input criteria" of page 31, 
lines 19-20 is unclear, as it is not explained where said data comes from, or which input 
criteria the data refers to. The examiner interprets the data as referring to the first 
character input criteria of page 31, line 7. 

In re claim 2: 

Claim 2 recites the limitation "speech recognition data storage means ... stores 
speech recognition data corresponding to the basic string in a manner corresponding to 
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each of those basic strings" in page 32, lines 2-8. It is unclear to the examiner the 
manner in which the speech recognition data is stored. Examiner will interpret this as 
being the same manner as the substitute storage means. Additionally, the 
"corresponding manner" of lines 10 and 12-13 will be interpreted similarly. 

The limitation "priority input device information ... represents a character input 
device" (page 32, lines 18-20) is unclear, as having information representing a device is 
not fully clear. Similarly, the priority input device information representing a speech 
input device (page 32, lines 22-24) is not clear for the same reasons. Examiner will 
interpret the limitation as reading that the information indicates that a character input 
device is being used. 

In re claim 3, the limitation "displays the input criteria" (page 33, line 21 ) is 
disclosed. However, it is not specified which input criteria is being referenced. The 
examiner will interpret it as being the character input criteria. 

In re claim 5: 

The claim recites the limitation "priority input device information ... represents a 
character input device" and "priority input device information ... represents a speech 
input device" in page 34, lines 7-9 and 13-15 respectively. Having information 
representing a physical device is unclear. The examiner will interpret the limitations as 
reading that the information indicates that a character input device and speech input 
device is being used. 

Additionally, the word "that" in "determines whether or not that input" (page 34, 
lines 10-11 and 19) is indefinite, and provides doubt as to which input the claim is 
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referring to. The examiner will interpret it as being the character input. 

The "character input criteria" and "input criteria" of line 16 is not distinguished 
from the previously described criteria in line 10. It is not clear whether they are meant 
to be different or the same, and so the examiner will interpret them to be the same 
criteria. Furthermore, the "predetermined character input" of line 17 is not clearly 
defined to be a new character input, or the same input as disclosed in line 10. 
Examiner will interpret it to be the same input. 

In re claim 6: 

Claim 6 recites a program, but then claims an apparatus. Applicant is required to 
clarify what is being claimed. 

Claim 6 recites the limitation "priority input device information ... represents a 
character input device" (page 34, line 27 and page 35, lines 1-2) and "priority input 
device information ... represents a speech input device" (page 35, lines 6-8). Having 
information representing a physical device is unclear. The examiner will interpret the 
limitations as reading that the information indicates that a character input device and 
speech input device is being used. 

Claim 6 also recites "determines whether or not that input corresponds to the 
input criteria" (page 35, lines 3-4) and "determines whether or not that input 
corresponds to speech recognition data" (page 35, lines 12-13). The word "that" puts 
uncertainty as to which input criteria is being addressed; the examiner will interpret the 
limitation as reading "that" input to be the character input. 

The character input criteria and input criteria in line 9 are unclear as to whether 
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they are newly acquired inputs, or referring back to the ones in line 3. The examiner will 
interpret them to be the same. Similarly, the "predetermined" character input (line 10) is 
not clearly defined to be a new character input, or the same input as disclosed 
previously. The examiner will presume that it is the same. 

Claim 7 recites "priority input device information represents a character input 
device and ... a speech input device" (page 35, lines 19-21 and 22-24). Having 
information represent a physical device is unclear. The examiner will interpret the 
limitations as reading that the information indicates that a character input device and 
speech input device is being used. 

Claim 8 recites "priority input device information represents a character input 
device and ... a speech input device" (page 36, lines 6-8 and 9-11). Having information 
represent a physical device is unclear. The examiner will interpret the limitations as 
reading that the information indicates that a character input device and speech input 
device is being used. 

Claim 9 recites a program, but then describes the structure of an apparatus. 
Applicant is required to clarify what is being claimed. Claim 9 also recites "priority input 
device information represents a character input device and ... a speech input device" 
(page 36, lines 21-23 and 24-26). Having information represent a physical device is 
unclear. The examiner will interpret the limitations as reading that the information 
indicates that a character input device and speech input device is being used. 

Claim 1 1 recites a program distribution device comprising an information storage 
medium in which is recorded the program of claim 6 or 9. However, claim 6 or 9 does 
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not clearly claim a program; the claims more closely resemble an apparatus claim. 
Claim 6 or 9 must be properly addressed in order for this claim to be proper. 
In re claim 12: 

Claim 12 recites a program stored on a storage medium, but then claims the 
structure of an apparatus. Applicant is required to clarify what is being claimed. 

Claim 12 also recites "priority input device information represents a character 
input device and ... a speech input device" (page 37, lines 19-21 and 25-27). Having 
information represent a physical device is unclear. The examiner will interpret the 
limitations as reading that the information indicates that a character input device and 
speech input device is being used. 

Furthermore, the character input criteria and input criteria of page 38, line 1 is not 
distinguished from the input criteria previously disclosed on page 37, lines 22. The 
examiner presumes that they are the same inputs. In addition, the "predetermined" 
character input (page 38, line 2) is not clearly defined to be a new character input, or the 
same input as disclosed previously. The examiner will presume that it is the same. 

In re claim 13: 

Claim 13 recites a program stored on a storage medium, but then claims the 
structure of an apparatus. Applicant is required to clarify what is being claimed. 

Claim 13 also recites "priority input device information represents a character 
input device and ... a speech input device" (page 38, lines 13-15 and 16-18). Having 
information represent a physical device is unclear. The examiner will interpret the 
limitations as reading that the information indicates that a character input device and 
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speech input device is being used. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

5. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 6 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention 
is directed to non-statutory subject matter. A program must be on a computer-readable 
medium. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

7. Claims 1-2, 4^9, and, 11-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Hamada (EP 0 850 673 A1 ). 

8. In re claim 1, Hamada discloses a game device comprising: 

Priority input device information acquisition means for acquiring priority input 
device information (Figure 3, 63 and 64). This limitation meets the three-prong test per 
MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 U.S.C. 112 6 th paragraph. The controller of 
Hamada is considered an equivalent to applicant's means (page 15, line 4) because it 
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performs the same function in substantially the same way and produces substantially 
the same result as the corresponding element in applicant's specification. See MPEP 
2183. 

Character input processing means (Figure 2, 101) which, when the priority input 
device information acquired by the priority input device information acquisition means 
represents a character input device, displays character input criteria as input criteria 
(page 1 1 , lines 29-31 , "text of the TV screen"), determines whether or not that input 
corresponds to the input criteria, and controls a game on the basis of the determination 
result (page 2, lines 10-13 and 21-24). 

Speech input processing means (Figure 2, 101) which, when the priority input 
device information acquired by the priority input device information acquisition means 
represents a speech input device, displays character input criteria as input criteria (page 
1 1 , lines 29-31 , "text of the TV screen"), and in regard to predetermined character input 
criteria, displays speech input criteria corresponding to the character input criteria as 
input criteria in regard to predetermined character input criteria, determines whether or 
not that input corresponds to speech recognition data corresponding to the input criteria, 
and controls a game on the basis of the determination result (page 7, lines 36-40 and 
page 3, lines 24-27). 

9. In re claim 2, Hamada discloses a game device comprising: 

Basic string storage means for storing a plurality of basic strings (figure 3, 61). 
This limitation meets the three-prong test per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 
ILS.C. 1 12 6 th paragraph. The memory of Hamada is considered an equivalent to 
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applicant's means (page 15, line 2) because it performs the same function in 
substantially the same way and produces substantially the same result as the 
corresponding element in applicant's specification. See MPEP 2183. 

Substitute string storage means for storing a substitute string in a manner 
corresponding to each of at least some of the plurality of basic strings stored in the 
basic string storage means (page 6, lines 20-32 and figure 3, 61). This limitation meets 
the three-prong test per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 U.S.C. 1 12 6 th paragraph. 
The memory of Hamada is considered an equivalent to applicant's means (page 15, line 
2) because it performs the same function in substantially the same way and produces 
substantially the same result as the corresponding element in applicant's specification. 
See MPEP 2183. 

Speech recognition data storage means which, in regard to basic strings to which 
the substitute string has not been stored in a corresponding manner in the substitute 
string storage means of the plurality of basic strings stored in the basic string storage 
means, stores speech recognition data corresponding to the basic string in a manner 
corresponding to each of those basic strings (figure 3, 61 , page 5, lines 5-8). This 
limitation meets the three-prong test per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 U.S.C. 
1 12 6 th paragraph. The memory of Hamada is considered an equivalent to applicant's 
means (page 15, line 2) because it performs the same function in substantially the same 
way and produces substantially the same result as the corresponding element in 
applicant's specification. See MPEP 2183. 

In regard to basic strings to which the substitute string has been stored in a 
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corresponding manner in the substitute string storage means of the plurality of basic 
strings stored in the basic string storage means, stores speech recognition data 
corresponding to the substitute string in a manner corresponding to each of those basic 
strings (figure 3, 61 , page 5, lines 5-8). This limitation meets the three-prong test per 
MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 U.S.C. 1 12 6 th paragraph. The memory of Hamada 
is considered an equivalent to applicant's means (page 15, line 2) because it performs 
the same function in substantially the same way and produces substantially the same 
result as the corresponding element in applicant's specification. See MPEP 2183. 

Priority input device information acquisition means for acquiring priority input 
device information (Figure 3, 63 and 64). This limitation meets the three-prong test per 
MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 U.S.C. 1 12 6 th paragraph. The controller of 
Hamada is considered an equivalent to applicant's means (page 15, line 4) because it 
performs the same function in substantially the same way and produces substantially 
the same result as the corresponding element in applicant's specification. See MPEP 
2183. 

Input criteria display means (Figure 4, 5) which: 

When the priority input device information acquired by the priority input device 
information acquisition means represents a character input device, displays, as input 
criteria, the basic strings stored in the basic string storage means (page 11, lines 29-31, 
"text of the TV screen"). 

When the priority input device information acquired by the priority input device 
information acquisition means represents a speech input device, in regard to the basic 
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strings to which the substitute string has not been stored in a corresponding manner in 
the substitute string storage means of the plurality of basic strings stored in the basic 
string storage means, displays those basic strings as input criteria (page 1 1 , lines 29- 
31, "text of the TV screen"), and in regard to the basic strings to which the substitute 
string has been stored in a corresponding manner in the substitute string storage means 
of the plurality of basic strings stored in the basic string storage means, displays those 
substitute strings as input criteria (page 1 1 , lines 29-31 , "text of the TV screen"). 

Control means for controlling the game on the basis of the result of determination 
by the determination means (page 4, lines 23-29 and page 1 1 , lines 4-5 and 17-23). 
This limitation meets the three-prong test per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 
U.S.C. 1 12 6 th paragraph. Hamada discloses that the game pad is replaceable with the 
voice recognition device, which means that the game may be controlled by either the 
game pad, or the voice recognition device. The controller of Hamada is considered an 
equivalent to applicant's means (page 15, line 6) because it performs the same function 
in substantially the same way and produces substantially the same result as the 
corresponding element in applicant's specification. See MPEP 2183. 
10. In re claim 4, Hamada discloses a means for controlling the probability of 
predetermined game events on the basis of the priority input device information 
acquired by the priority input device information acquisition means (page 12, lines 32- 
34). This limitation meets the three-prong test per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 
U.S.C. 112 6 th paragraph. The voice recognition section of Hamada is considered an 
equivalent to applicant's means (page 28, lines 5-14) because one skilled in the art 
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would recognize the interchangeability of the said means with the means disclosed in 
the specification. See MPEP 2183. 

11. In re claim 5, Hamada discloses a control method for a game device comprising: 
Priority input device information acquisition step of acquiring priority input device 

information (page 2, lines 12-15). 

Character input processing step which, when the priority input device information 
acquired by the priority input device information acquisition means represents a 
character input device, displays character input criteria as input criteria (page 1 1 , lines 
29-31 , "text of the TV screen"), determines whether or not that input corresponds to the 
input criteria, and controls a game on the basis of the determination result (page 2, lines 
10-13 and 21-24). 

Speech input processing step which, when the priority input device information 
acquired by the priority input device information acquisition means represents a speech 
input device, displays character input criteria as input criteria (page 1 1 , lines 29-31 , "text 
of the TV screen"), and in regard to predetermined character input criteria, displays 
speech input criteria corresponding to the character input criteria as input criteria in 
regard to predetermined character input criteria, determines whether or not that input 
corresponds to speech recognition data corresponding to the input criteria, and controls 
a game on the basis of the determination result (page 7, lines 36-40 and page 3, lines 
24-27). 

12. In re claim 6, Hamada discloses a program for having a computer function as a 
game device comprising: 
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Priority input device information acquisition means for acquiring priority input 
device information (Figure 3, 63 and 64). This limitation meets the three-prong test per 
MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 U.S.C. 112 6 th paragraph. The controller of 
Hamada is considered an equivalent to applicant's means (page 15, line 4) because it 
performs the same function in substantially the same way and produces substantially 
the same result as the corresponding element in applicant's specification. See MPEP 
2183. 

Character input processing means (Figure 2, 101 ) which, when the priority input 
device information acquired by the priority input device information acquisition means 
represents a character input device, displays character input criteria as input criteria 
(page 1 1 , lines 29-31 , "text of the TV screen"), determines whether or not that input 
corresponds to the input criteria, and controls a game on the basis of the determination 
result (page 2, lines 10-13 and 21-24) 

Speech input processing means (Figure 2, 101) which, when the priority input 
device information acquired by the priority input device information acquisition means 
represents a speech input device, displays character input criteria as input criteria (page 
1 1 , lines 29-31 , "text of the TV screen"), and in regard to predetermined character input 
criteria, displays speech input criteria corresponding to the character input criteria as 
input criteria in regard to predetermined character input criteria, determines whether or 
not that input corresponds to speech recognition data corresponding to the input criteria, 
and controls a game on the basis of the determination result (page 7, lines 36-40 and 
page 3, lines 24-27). 
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13. In re claim 7, Hamada discloses a game device comprising: 

Means for acquiring priority input device information (Figure 3, 63 and 64). This 
limitation meets the three-prong test per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 U.S.C. 
1 12 6 th paragraph. The controller of Hamada is considered an equivalent to applicant's 
means (page 15, line 4) because it performs the same function in substantially the same 
way and produces substantially the same result as the corresponding element in 
applicant's specification. See MPEP 2183. 

Means for displaying input criteria (Figure 2, 5) of which at least some are 
different between when the priority input device information represents a character input 
device and when the priority input device information represents a speech input device 
(page 1 1 , lines 29-31 , "text of the TV screen"). This limitation meets the three-prong 
test per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 U.S.C. 112 6 th paragraph. Furthermore, 
Hamada shows that the input information differs depending on whether the player is 
using the game pad, or voice recognition (page 6, lines 20-32). The means of Hamada 
are considered an equivalent to applicant's means (page 15, line 5) because it performs 
the same function in substantially the same way and produces substantially the same 
result as the corresponding element in applicant's specification. See MPEP 2183. 

Means for determining, when the priority input device information represents a 
character input device and when the priority input device information represents a 
speech input device (figure 3, 104, page 4, lines 23-29), whether or not the input thereof 
corresponds to the different input criteria (page 6, lines 51-52, page 7, lines 36-40 and 
page 3, lines 24-27). This limitation meets the three-prong test per MPEP 2181 and 
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thereby invokes 35 U.S.C. 1 12 6 th paragraph. The means of Hamada are considered 
equivalents to applicant's means (page 15, line 5) because it performs the same 
function in substantially the same way and produces substantially the same result as 
the corresponding element in applicant's specification. See MPEP 2183. 

Means for controlling a game on the basis of the determination result (page 4, 
lines 23-29 and page 1 1 , lines 4-5 and 1 7-23). This limitation meets the three-prong 
test per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 U.S.C. 1 12 6 th paragraph. The means of 
Hamada are considered equivalents to applicant's means (page 15, line 6) because it 
performs the same function in substantially the same way and produces substantially 
the same result as the corresponding element in applicant's specification. See MPEP 
2183. 

14. In re claim 8, Hamada discloses a control method for a game device comprising: 
A step of acquiring priority input device information (page 2, lines 13-15 and lines 
37-44). 

A step of displaying, on display means (figure 2, 5), input criteria of which at least 
some are different between when the priority input device information represents a 
character input device and when the priority device information represents a speech 
input device (page 1 1 , lines 29-31 , "text of the TV screen"). Furthermore, Hamada 
shows that the input information differs depending on whether the player is using the 
game pad, or voice recognition (page 6, lines 20-32). 

A step of controlling a game on the basis of the determination result (page 4, 
lines 23-29 and page 1 1 , lines 4-5 and 1 7-23). 
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15. In re claim 9, Hamada discloses a program for having a computer function as a 
game device comprising: 

Means for acquiring priority input device information (Figure 3, 63 and 64). This 
limitation meets the three-prong test per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 U.S.C. 
112 6 th paragraph. The controller of Hamada is considered an equivalent to applicant's 
means (page 1 5, line 4) because it performs the same function in substantially the same 
way and produces substantially the same result as the corresponding element in 
applicant's specification. See MPEP 2183. 

Means for displaying input criteria (figure 2, 5) of which at least some are 
different between when the priority input device information represents a character input 
device and when the priority input device information represents a speech input device 
(page 13, line 25). This limitation meets the three-prong test per MPEP 2181 and 
thereby invokes 35 U.S.C. 1 12 6 th paragraph. Furthermore, Hamada shows that the 
input information differs depending on whether the player is using the game pad, or 
voice recognition (page 6, lines 20-32). The means of Hamada are considered an 
equivalent to applicant's means (page 15, line 5) because it performs the same function 
in substantially the same way and produces substantially the same result as the 
corresponding element in applicant's specification. See MPEP 2183. 

Means for determining, when the priority input device information represents a 
character input device and when the priority input device information represents a 
speech input device, whether or not the input thereof corresponds to the different input 
criteria (page 7, lines 36-40 and page 3, lines 24-27). This limitation meets the three- 
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prong test per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 U.S.C. 1 12 6 th paragraph. The 
means of Hamada are considered equivalents to applicant's means (page 15, line 5) 
because it performs the same function in substantially the same way and produces 
substantially the same result as the corresponding element in applicants specification. 
See MPEP 2183 

Means for controlling a game on the basis of the determination result (page 4, 
lines 23-29 and page 1 1 , lines 4-5 and 17-23). This limitation meets the three-prong 
test per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 U.S.C. 1 12 6 th paragraph. The controllers 
of Hamada are considered equivalents to applicant's means (page 15, line 5) because it 
performs the same function in substantially the same way and produces substantially 
the same result as the corresponding element in applicant's specification. See MPEP 
2183. 

16. In re claim 1 1 , Hamada discloses a program distribution device comprising an 
information storage medium in which is recorded the program of claim 6 or 9, reads the 
program from the information storage medium, and distributes the program (page 4, 
lines 3-9). 

17. In re claim 12, Hamada discloses a computer-readable information storage 
medium in which is stored a program for having a computer to function as a game 
device comprising: 

Priority input device information acquisition means for acquiring priority input 
device information (Figure 3, 63 and 64). This limitation meets the three-prong test per 
MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 U.S.C. 1 12 6 th paragraph. The controller of 
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Hamada is considered an equivalent to applicant's means (page 15, line 4) because it 
performs the same function in substantially the same way and produces substantially 
the same result as the corresponding element in applicants specification. See MPEP 
2183. 

Character input processing means (Figure 2, 104) which, when the priority input 
device information acquired by the priority input device information acquisition means 
represents a character input device, displays character input criteria as input criteria, 
determines whether or not that input corresponds to the input criteria, and controls a 
game on the basis of the determination result (page 2, lines 21-24). 

Speech input processing means (Figure 2, 64) which, when the priority input 
device information acquired by the priority input device information acquisition means 
represents a speech input device, displays character input criteria as input criteria, and 
in regard to predetermined character input criteria, displays speech input criteria 
corresponding to the character input criteria as input criteria in regard to predetermined 
character input criteria, determines whether or not that input corresponds to speech 
recognition data corresponding to the input criteria, and controls a game on the basis of 
the determination result (page 7, lines 36-40 and page 3, lines 24-27). 
18. In re claim 13, Hamada discloses a computer-readable information storage 
medium in which is stored a program for having a computer to function as a game 
device comprising: 

Means for acquiring priority input device information (Figure 3, 63 and 64). This 
limitation meets the three-prong test per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 U.S.C. 
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1 12 6 th paragraph. The controller of Hamada is considered an equivalent to applicant's 
means (page 15, line 4) because it performs the same function in substantially the same 
way and produces substantially the same result as the corresponding element in 
applicant's specification. See MPEP 2183. 

Means for displaying input criteria of which at least some are different between 
when the priority input device information represents a character input device and when 
the priority input device information represents a speech input device (page 13, line 25). 
This limitation meets the three-prong test per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 
U.S.C. 1 12 6 th paragraph. Hamada discloses that one applicable application is for 
RPGs (role playing games, page 13, line 25). Furthermore, Hamada shows that the 
input information differs depending on whether the player is using the game pad, or 
voice recognition (page 6, lines 20-32). The means of Hamada are considered an 
equivalent to applicant's means (page 15, line 5) because it performs the same function 
in substantially the same way and produces substantially the same result as the . 
corresponding element in applicant's specification. See MPEP 2183. 

Means for determining, when the priority input device information represents a 
character input device and when the priority input device information represents a 
speech input device, whether or not the input thereof corresponds to the different input 
criteria (page 7, lines 36-40 and page 3, lines 24-27). This limitation meets the three- 
prong test per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 U.S.C. 1 12 6 th paragraph. The 
means of Hamada are considered equivalents to applicant's means (page 15, line 5) 
because it performs the same function in substantially the same way and produces 



Application/Control Number: 10/527,067 Page 23 

Art Unit: 3709 

substantially the same result as the corresponding element in applicant's specification. 
See MPEP 2183. 

Means for controlling a game on the basis of the determination result (page 4, 
lines 23-29 and page 11, lines 4-5 and 17-23). This limitation meets the three-prong 
test per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 U.S.C. 1 12 6 th paragraph. The means of. 
Hamada are considered equivalents to applicant's means (page 15, line 6) because one 
skilled in the art would recognize the interchangeability of said means with the means 
disclosed in the specification. See MPEP 2183. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

19. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

20. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hamada 
in view of Volk et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,673,401 ). 

21 . In re claim 3, Hamada has been discussed above, but is silent on displaying 
input criteria in a font size according to the priority input device information. 

Volk et al discloses an input device (Figure 1 , 54) that is connected to a game 
device, with the input device being able to control such elements in the interface as the 
font size (column 34, line 34). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the font size controlling methods of Volk et al 
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with the game device of Hamada in order to use visual cues to help lead the user 
through the various control operations. 

Conclusion 

22. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Rajasekarann et al (U.S. Patent No. 4,763,278) discloses a 
speaker-independent word recognizer. Tanaka et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,544,123 B1) 
discloses a game apparatus, command input method for video game and computer- 
readable recording medium recording programs for realizing the same. Kupiec (U.S. 
Patent No. 5,696,962) discloses a method for computerized information retrieval using 
shallow linguistic analysis. Kato et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,861 ,821 ) discloses a keyboard- 
type input apparatus. Stanford et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,615,296) discloses a continuous 
speech recognition and voice response system and method to enable conversational 
dialogues with microprocessors. Kasai et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,676,523 B1 ) discloses a 
control method of video game, video game apparatus, and computer readable medium 
with video game program recorded. Ohara et al (U.S. Patent No. 7,147,562 B2) 
discloses an input character processing method. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin Y. Kim whose telephone number is 571-272-3215. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday, alternating Friday 
7:30am-5:00pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, George Nguyen can be reached on 571-272-4491. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished, applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

KK 

7/17/2007 




